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WHICHEVER IS LONGER, FROM THE MAILING DATE OF THIS COMMUNICATION. 
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DETAILED ACTION 
Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 112 

1 . The following is a quotation of the second paragraph of 35 U.S.C. 1 12: 

The specification shall conclude with one or more claims particularly pointing out and distinctly 
claiming the subject matter which the applicant regards as his invention. 

2. Claims 1-10 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 112, second paragraph, as being 
indefinite for failing to particularly point out and distinctly claim the subject matter which 
applicant regards as the invention. 

3. In claim 1, states the said reply message by said first node in lines 19-20, 
however is unclear and indistinctive. The examiner views as the reply message came 
from said first node instead of the reply message being from second node. If the reply 
message comes from the first node, then who receives the reply message? The 
communication device, or the other nodes? Independent claims 5 and 9 have the same 
problem as claim 1 . Thus all the dependent claims are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 112. 



Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

4. The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that 
form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 
A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(e) the invention was described in (1) an application for patent, published under section 122(b), by 
another filed in the United States before the invention by the applicant for patent or (2) a patent 
granted on an application for patent by another filed in the United States before the invention by the 
applicant for patent, except that an international application filed under the treaty defined in section 
351(a) shall have the effects for purposes of this subsection of an application filed in the United States 
only if the international application designated the United States and was published under Article 21(2) 
of such treaty in the English language. 
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5. Claims 1-3, 5-6, and 8-9 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) as being 
anticipated by Oren et al. (US 6,725,045). 

With regard to claim 1 , Oren et al. teaches (figure 2): 

For use with a multinode cooperative telecommunication network, wherein a 
respective node is operative to service multiple telecommunication devices coupled to 
said respective node, each communication device having an extension that is used in 
the course of routing a call from a calling communication device to a called 
communication device, a method of routing a call from a calling communication device 
at a first node to a called device at another node comprising the steps of: 

(a) transmitting a query message from said first node (central node, 102) to all 
other nodes (gateways, 106) of said network, said query message being operative to 
determine whether a respective node receiving said query message is coupled to said 
called device (personal unit, 108) (step 202) (column 3, lines 25-35); 

(b) at a second node (one of the gateways) to which said called device is 
coupled, transmitting a reply message (positive response) to said first node indicating 
that said second node is coupled to said called device (108A) (step 208) (column 3, 
lines 49-55); and 

(c) in response to receipt of said reply message by said first node (step 210), 
routing said call from said first node to said second node, so that said second node may 
complete the connection of said call to said called device (step 212) (column 3, lines 55- 
64). 

With regard to claim 5, Oren et al. teaches (figure 2): 
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A method of operating a multinode cooperative telecommunication network 
comprising a plurality of nodes coupled to one another by way of an internode 
communication path, each node being operative to service multiple telecommunication 
devices coupled thereto, each communication device having an extension that is used 
in the course of routing a call from a calling communication device to a called 
communication device, said method comprising the steps of: 

(a) in response to the placement of a call from a communication device 
(exchange, 104) coupled to a first node (central unit, 102) (step 201), causing said first 
node to examine an associated call plan therefor to determine whether said first node is 
coupled to said called device (column 3, lines 20-27: the examiner views the examine 
an associated call plan as part of the central unit's processor steps. See column 4, lines 
32-40); 

(b) in response to said first node determining that said first node is not coupled to 
said called device (column 3, lines 64-67, called party is out of coverage for the central 
unit.), transmitting a query message ("where are you" signal) from said first node to all 
other nodes (gateways, 106) of said network, said query message being operative to 
inquire whether a respective node receiving said query message is coupled to said 
called device (step 202) (column 3, lines 27-35); 

(c) at a second node to which said called device is coupled, transmitting a reply 
message (positive response) to said first node indicating that said second node is 
coupled to said called device (step 208)(column 3, lines 49-55); and 
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(d) in response to receipt of said reply message by said first node (step 210), 
routing said call from said first node to said second node, so that said second node may 
complete the connection of said call to said called device (step 212) (column 3, lines 55- 
63). 

With regard to claim 2, Oren et al. teaches (figure 2): 

The method according to claim 1 , wherein step (a) includes the precursor step of 
causing said first node to examine an associated call plan therefor to determine whether 
said first node is coupled to said called device (column 3, lines 20-27: the examiner 
views the examine an associated call plan as part of the central units processor steps. 
See column 4, lines 32-40). 

With regard to claims 3 and 6, Oren et al. teaches (figure 2): 
The method according to claim 1, wherein step (b) comprises at one or more 
third nodes to which said called device is not coupled, ignoring said query message, so 
that no reply message is transmitted therefrom (column 3, lines 34-41). 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

6. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

7. Claims 4 and 7 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Oren et al. (US 6,725,045) in view of Moriyama (US 6,741 ,696). 
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Oren et al. discloses all of the subject matter as described above except for 
wherein each node comprises a private branch exchange. However, the examiner views 
the central unit as the CPU of Private branch exchange. 

Moriyama teaches PBX that can communicate with other PBXs to exchange 
information (column 5, lines 50-67 to column 6, lines 1-10, see figure 4) for controlling 
communication lines in order to a more efficient call distributing system (column 2, lines 
20-26). 

Oren is another form of call distributing system, the gateways and exchange with 
central unit exchange information about the location of personal units in the system. 
Therefore it would have been obvious to one having ordinary skill in the art at the time 
invention was made have each node be a private branch exchange as taught by 
Moriyama in the call distributing system of Oren et al. in order to have a more efficient 
call distributing system. 

Conclusion 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Marcus R. Smith whose telephone number is 571 270 
1096. The examiner can normally be reached on Mon-Fri. 7:30 am - 5:00 pm every 
other Friday. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Chau Nguyen can be reached on 571 272-3126. The fax phone number for 
the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 
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Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a 
USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information 
system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 



MRS 7/31/07 

CHAU NGUYEN 
SUPERVISORY PATENT EXAMINER 
TECHNOLOGY CENTER 2600 



